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gots half of son's share, but If there Is no son she gets half a share. A wife gets
half a share. A wife gets one-eighth and one-fourth share if there is a child or a
son's child. A mother gets one-sixth share If there Is a child otherwise one-third
share m her son's daughter and grand daughters have definite shares and are known
as residuary sharers if the parents are alive.

A great anomaly arises m India, because many Muslim communities, specially in
the Punjab, Kathiawar, and Gujarat, are ruled by customary law and so the women
do not get the benefits of Islamic law regarding property.

The Indian Succession Act came into force in 1925. Under it women have equal
rights of property with men and a daughter gets an equal share with the son. A
widow Is entitled to one-third share of the husband's property but receives a one-
half share if he has left no children and the whole of his property goes to her if
there are no kindred. This should be noted, as under the English law to-day a
widow does not get more than one-half of her husband's estate even if there are no
kindred, as under these circumustances, the other half reverts to the Crown. This
Act at present applies only to those who come under the Special Marriage Act and
to Indian Christians. Its application to the Hindu and Muslim communities would
perhaps be the easiest way of obtaining legal equality for women. It must be noted
that an anomaly arises In the case of the Brahmos who although they are married
under the the Special Marriage Act are guided according to the rulings of the codes
by orthodox Hindn Law regarding succession and property and so do not derive the
benefits of the Indian Succession Act.

As interpreted in India to-day divorce Is banned both by Hindu Law and society
as marriage Is considered to be a sacrament. Even judicial separation is not allowed
unless cruelty can be legally proved to amount to a personal danger to life. Accord-
ing to the recent rulings of the codes, marriages to lunatics are considered Invalid.
But under no other circumstance can an unhappy marriage be dissolved. Only in the
case of aborigines and those who do not come under the Brahmamcal law are rights
of divorce allowed. In the old Hindu system, however, as expounded In the Amriti
period (Narada and Yashistha) dissolution of marriage was allowed and did occur in
cases of adultery, cruelty and desertion. The present system Is far more unfair to
women as according to the law a man is entitled to marry again in the life time of
his first wife if she is childless and all she Is entitled to is to live in the dwelling
house and be given bare maintenance. Strictly speaking this custom has fallen into
disuse and occurrences of this kind are extremely rare. Yet legally this highly in-
equitable practice is still allowed.

As the contractual basis of marriage Is recognised is Islamic Law, divorce is allow-
ed.   But as the law obtains in India, it is only at the will   of   the   husband   that   a
woman can obtain her divorce.   A man can obtain a divorce very, easily at  his^ mere
will to do so, and has to give no valid reasons and even the woman's consent is   not
necessary.   The law of dower mitigates the harshness of its   provisions to   a   certain
extent.   A woman can sometimes purchase her divorce by  giving  up   her   property
and this is called Khula.   But in India even under these circumstances the husband's
consent is necessary, although according to the   strict   method   of   "Ehula" ^ divorce,
which does not obtain in India, the women have   also   certain   rights   of   initiating
divorce.   The usual method is uMuberat" when the man initiates the divorce and  the
woman receives back the full share of her property.   Another great injustice is   that
a plurality of wives, up to four in number, is allowed In Islamic law.   Unlike,   as  in
the case of the Hindus among whom it Is almost relic of the past, it   still   holds  in
Muslim society although with the advance of modern thought cases of this nature are
becoming rare,

Tfodea: the Special Marriage Act divorce on modern lines is allowed,  both   at   the
tJcaa of the husband or the wife.   Marriage rights are also on an equitable basis*
Act was amended in 1933 and made available for Hindus who contract marriage
to the provisions of that Act for which no ecclesiastical ceremony is neces-
sary, ^ Those married under this Act are guided by the Indian Divorce Act IV of 18$)
for 4is$oMkHi of marriage.   Unfortunately, only a very small section of the   commu-
nity is gnMed by this Law.

Soans of tke progressive Indian States such as Baroda  and   Mysore  have   passed
saner marriage lavs recently tinder which divorce is allowed  on   modern   lines   and

by law.

are not e$>arred from entering the public services though their number is
ly small. The Medical and Educational services are the services so- far
fey iroBaea* SterB is n0 bar a^we^^r, to their entering the civil